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On the other hand, many of the utensils, vessels*
etc., are very similar to those of well-known Indian
tribes inhabiting the same or adjacent districts in
pre-Columbian days, while the skeletons and skulls
of the mound-builders show no strikingly marked pe-
culiarities, and are generally conceded to be of the
same race as the present-day Indians.
In many ways, however, the mound-builders at-
tained to a far higher state of culture than any other
North American race east of the Mississippi. They
had advanced far beyond the Stone age. They had
learned to work copper, and they fashioned excellent
tools, weapons, helmets, ornaments and utensils of
that metal. They made extensive use of fresh-water
pearls, and they had developed the ceramic and tex-
tile arts to an admirable degree. But they made no
large stone monuments or sculptures, built no elabo-
rate stone structures, and could not by any stretch
of the imagination be considered civilized people.
It has been claimed by some writers that they were
an offshoot of or had been strongly influenced by the
Mayas, but there is no real evidence to bear out this
theory. Neither is there any proof that they were of
Norse ancestry or had been influenced by the Vikings,
as also has been suggested. Such theories, while ro-
mantic and interesting, come no nearer solving the
mystery of these ancient people. We do not even
know why the mounds were made, or what purpose
they served. They may have been religious or cere-
monial structures; they may have been primarily
burial mounds, or they may have served as refuge
places in times of floods. But the fact that they were
built in well-defined forms, apparently of a symbolic